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DALEDALE JAMIESON,JAMIESON, "RATIONAL"RATIONAL EGOISMEGOISM 
ANDAND ANIMALANIMAL RIGHTS,"RIGHTS," ENVIRON­ENVIRON­
MENTALMENTAL ETHICS,ETHICS, Summer,Summer, 1981,1981, 
(Vol.(Vol. 3,3, #2),#2), pp.pp. 167-171.167-171. 

InIn hishis articlearticle "Animal"Animal Rights"Rights" 
(CJP(CJP 77 [1977],[1977], pp.pp. 161-178),161-178), JanJan 
NarvesonNarveson presentspresents anan alternativealternative 
moralmoral theorytheory toto whatwhat hehe callscalls thethe 
"Singer-Regan"Singer-Regan position."position." ThisThis theorytheory ­­
rationalrational egoismegoism -- wouldwould excludeexclude 
non-humannon-human animalsanimals fromfrom moralmoral considera­considera­
tiontion andand denydeny themthem allall rights.rights. ReganRegan 
repliedreplied toto thisthis argumentargument inin hishis 
articlearticle "Narveson"Narveson onon EgoismEgoism andand thethe 
RightsRights ofof Animals"Animals" (CJP(CJP 77 [1977],[1977], pp.pp. 
179-186).179-186). NowNow DaleDale JamiesonJamieson hashas 
enteredentered thethe debatedebate withwith hishis "Rational"Rational 
EgoismEgoism andand AnimalAnimal Rights,"Rights," aa critiquecritique 
bothboth ofof Narveson'sNarveson's positionposition andand ofof 
Regan'sRegan's rebuttal.rebuttal. 

Narveson'sNarveson's argument,argument, briefly,briefly, isis 
asas follows:follows: rightsrights areare basedbased solelysolely 
onon agreementsagreements betweenbetween rationalrational egoistsegoists 
whichwhich fosterfoster thethe mutualmutual attainmentattainment ofof 
self-interestedself-interested ends.ends. II acknowledgeacknowledge 
someonesomeone else'selse's self-interestedself-interested claimclaim 

asas aa rightright soso thatthat hehe willwill acknowledgeacknowledge 
minemine inin turn.turn. Non-humanNon-human animalsanimals cancan 
neitherneither assertassert self-interestedself-interested claimsclaims 
asas rightsrights nornor forceforce humanhuman beingsbeings toto 
acknowledgeacknowledge themthem throughthrough thethe coercivecoercive 
powerpower toto infringeinfringe onon theirtheir correspond­correspond­
inging rights.rights. HenceHence non-humannon-human animalsanimals 
havehave nono rights.rights. WeWe areare thereforetherefore 
morallymorally entitledentitled toto abuseabuse themthem inin anyany 
wayway wewe choose,choose, soso longlong asas wewe dodo notnot 
violateviolate ourour ownown self-interest.self-interest. 

JamiesonJamieson pointspoints outout thatthat thisthis 
theorytheory alsoalso deniesdenies rightsrights toto mentalmental 
defectivesdefectives andand toto youngyoung children.children. 
HowHow doesdoes NarvesonNarveson ensureensure thatthat thesethese 
"rightless""rightless" humanshumans willwill notnot bebe abused?abused? 
HeHe arguesargues thatthat thethe veryvery self-interestself-interest 
whichwhich isis thethe basisbasis ofof rightsrights dictatesdictates 
thatthat wewe treattreat thesethese humanshumans asas thoughthough 
theythey hadhad rights.rights. AA rationalrational egoistegoist 
willwill treattreat childrenchildren equallyequally becausebecause 
thethe self-interestsself-interests ofof parentsparents includesincludes 
thethe self-interestself-interest ofof theirtheir childrenchildren 
andand becausebecause hehe hashas nothingnothing toto gaingain 
fromfrom abusingabusing otherother people'speople's children.children. 
HeHe willwill treattreat moronsmorons equallyequally lestlest hehe 
notnot bebe treatedtreated equallyequally werewere hehe toto 
becomebecome aa moron.moron. ToTo thisthis "rational""rational" 
argumentargument NarvesonNarveson appendsappends twotwo 
"non-rational""non-rational" basesbases forfor equalequal 
treatmenttreatment ofof morons.morons. TheThe firstfirst isis 
thatthat aa moron'smoron's rationalrational relativesrelatives maymay 
havehave aa "sentimental"sentimental interest"interest" inin hishis 
beingbeing treatedtreated equally.equally. TheThe otherother 
factorfactor isis "sentiment-generalization,""sentiment-generalization," 
thethe humanhuman tendencytendency toto extendextend sympathysympathy 
toto membersmembers ofof one'sone's ownown race,race, species,species, 
etc.etc. 

InIn theirtheir repliesreplies toto Narveson,Narveson, 
bothboth ReganRegan andand JamiesonJamieson trytry toto showshow 
thatthat considerationsconsiderations ofof self-interestself-interest 
willwill notnot guaranteeguarantee thatthat moronsmorons andand 
childrenchildren willwill bebe treatedtreated equally.equally. 
ReganRegan limitslimits himselfhimself toto thethe casecase ofof 
idiots,idiots, arguingarguing thatthat itit isis unnecessary,unnecessary, 
fromfrom thethe perspectiveperspective ofof rationalrational 
egoism,egoism, toto accordaccord equalequal treatmenttreatment toto 
allall idiotsidiots inin orderorder toto guaranteeguarantee 
protectionprotection forfor oneselfoneself inin thethe eventevent 
thatthat oneone becamebecame anan idiot.idiot. AllAll thatthat 
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wouldwould bebe necessarynecessary wouldwould bebe toto guaran­guaran­
teetee continuedcontinued equalequal treatmenttreatment ofof allall 
thosethose whowho becamebecame idiots.idiots. ThisThis leavesleaves 
thethe doordoor openopen forfor thethe abuseabuse ofof congen­congen­
italital idiotsidiots sincesince suchsuch abuseabuse wouldwould inin 
nono wayway violateviolate thethe rationalrational egoists'egoists' 
self-interests.self-interests. NorNor wouldwould "sentimental"sentimental 
interest"interest" guaranteeguarantee equalequal treatmenttreatment ofof 
congenitalcongenital idiotsidiots sincesince manymany ofof themthem 
areare notnot thethe objectobject ofof suchsuch interest.interest. 

JamiesonJamieson criticizescriticizes Regan'sRegan's 
secondsecond pointpoint onon thethe groundsgrounds thatthat aa 
rationalrational egoistegoist couldcould respondrespond thatthat thethe 
"epistemological"epistemological problem"problem" involvedinvolved inin 
determiningdetermining whowho isis thethe objectobject ofof 
sentimentalsentimental interestinterest isis soso severesevere thatthat 
allall idiotsidiots shouldshould bebe includedincluded inin thethe 
"ambit"ambit ofof morality."morality." ThisThis seemsseems toto meme 
aa ratherrather quibbling,quibbling, ifif notnot patentlypatently 
falsefalse objectionobjection toto Regan'sRegan's argument.argument. 

NorNor areare Jamieson'sJamieson's ownown argumentsarguments 
anyany stronger.stronger. HeHe assertsasserts thatthat thethe 
conceptconcept ofof egoisticegoistic self-interestself-interest isis 
fluidfluid andand thatthat wewe consequentlyconsequently mightmight 
comecome toto thethe viewview thatthat idiotsidiots areare 
"obscene"obscene moralmoral failures"failures" whowho shouldshould 
bebe exterminated.exterminated. SuchSuch anan alterationalteration 
inin rationalrational egoists'egoists' conceptsconcepts ofof theirtheir 
ownown self-interestself-interest wouldwould resultresult inin 
thethe abuseabuse ofof idiotsidiots beingbeing mandatedmandated 
byby self-interest.self-interest. 

JamiesonJamieson alsoalso hypothesizeshypothesizes thatthat 
aa populationpopulation explosionexplosion couldcould resultresult 
inin aa viewview ofof humanhuman fetusesfetuses asas aa 
threatthreat toto survivalsurvival andand asas thereforetherefore 
contrarycontrary toto one'sone's self-interests.self-interests. 
WereWere thisthis toto happenhappen wewe mightmight resortresort 
toto cannibalism.cannibalism. Anything,Anything, ofof course,course, 
isis possible,possible, butbut thesethese "fables,""fables," asas 
JamiesonJamieson callscalls them,them, bearbear moremore 
resemblanceresemblance toto thethe idleidle andand ratherrather 
paranoidparanoid speculationsspeculations whichwhich supportsupport 
dominodomino theoriestheories inin politicspolitics thanthan toto 
aa cogentcogent retortretort toto rationalrational egoism.egoism. 

Jamieson'sJamieson's argument,argument, however,however, 
sufferssuffers fromfrom moremore seriousserious defectsdefects 
thanthan implausibility.implausibility. InIn thethe firstfirst 
place,place, itit isis notnot eveneven relevantrelevant exceptexcept 
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toto thethe extentextent thatthat NarvesonNarveson isis incon­incon­
sistentsistent inin hishis reasoning,reasoning, i.e.,i.e., isis 
notnot aa purepure rationalrational egoist.egoist. AA con­con­
sistentsistent rationalrational egoistegoist hashas nono 
reasonreason toto shareshare Jamieson'sJamieson's concernconcern 
forfor "marginal"marginal cases.cases. i,i, MistreatmentMistreatment 
ofof childrenchildren andand moronsmorons cancan bebe ofof nono 
moralmoral concernconcern toto aa consistentconsistent rationalrational 
egoistegoist unlessunless itit resultsresults inin thethe 
reductionreduction ofof hishis ownown self-interest.self-interest. 

InsofarInsofar asas NarvesonNarveson isis inconsist­inconsist­
entlyently concernedconcerned aboutabout childrenchildren andand 
idiots,idiots, thisthis isis anan indicationindication ofof hishis 
implicitimplicit acceptanceacceptance ofof aa moralmoral 
premisepremise whichwhich runsruns againstagainst thethe doctrinedoctrine 
ofof rationalrational egoism.egoism. ThisThis isis thethe 
chiefchief flawflaw inin hishis argumentargument whichwhich 
shouldshould bebe examined,examined, butbut JamiesonJamieson 
totallytotally ignoresignores it.it. 

Moreover,Moreover, hishis approachapproach isis 
defectivedefective inin principle,principle, forfor itit leavesleaves 
openopen thethe possibilitypossibility ofof justifyingjustifying 
thethe continuedcontinued abuseabuse ofof non-humannon-human 
animals.animals. ByBy acceptingaccepting thethe issueissue onon 
Narveson'sNarveson's ownown terms,terms, JamiesonJamieson grantsgrants 
himhim thethe opportunityopportunity toto trytry toto produceproduce 
moremore convincingconvincing argumentsarguments fromfrom self­self­
interestinterest forfor thethe equalequal treatmenttreatment ofof 
childrenchildren andand idiots.idiots. WereWere hehe success­success­
fulful inin doingdoing this,this, thenthen thethe continuedcontinued 
abuseabuse ofof animalsanimals wouldwould bebe justifiedjustified 
onon thethe principlesprinciples ofof rationalrational egoism.egoism. 

Jamieson'sJamieson's argumentargument isis thusthus 
incorrigiblyincorrigibly speciesist:speciesist: hehe argues,argues, 
inin effect,effect, thatthat itit isis wrongwrong toto abuseabuse 
animalsanimals becausebecause itit maymay leadlead toto thethe 
abuseabuse ofof humanhuman beings.beings. ThusThus whenwhen hehe 
concludesconcludes hishis articlearticle byby sayingsaying thatthat 
"because"because itit isis aa badbad moralmoral theory,theory, 
rationalrational egoismegoism failsfails toto provideprovide aa 
solidsolid basisbasis forfor aa principledprincipled indiffer­indiffer­
enceence toto thethe sufferingsuffering ofof animals,"animals," hehe 
isis certainlycertainly correct,correct, butbut notnot atat allall 
inin thethe wayway hehe imagines.imagines. RationalRational 
egoismegoism isis aa "bad"bad moralmoral theory,"theory," notnot 
becausebecause thethe equalequal treatmenttreatment ofof 
childrenchildren andand idiotsidiots cannotcannot bebe 
guaranteedguaranteed byby considerationsconsiderations ofof 
egoisticegoistic self-interest,self-interest, butbut becausebecause 
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thethe exclusionexclusion ofof non-humannon-human animalsanimals 
(as(as wellwell asas childrenchildren andand idiots)idiots) fromfrom 
ethicalethical considerationconsideration isis aa moralmoral out­out­
ragerage whichwhich isis totallytotally unjustifiedunjustified ifif 
oneone acceptsaccepts whatwhat II taketake toto bebe aa self­self­
evidentevident moralmoral principle:principle: viz.viz. thatthat 
painpain isis anan evil,evil, thethe deliberate,deliberate, 
unnecessaryunnecessary inflictioninfliction ofof whichwhich isis 
alwaysalways morallymorally wrong.wrong. 
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